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REMARKS 

Claims 2-5. 7. 9-1 3. 1 5^41 and 47-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 251 as. being an 
irroroper recapture of broadened claims subject matter surrendered in the application for the 
p& tent upon which the present reissue is based. 

Upon review of the prosecution history of the originally filed application, the Applicant 
nutes that original claim 1 (claim 1 0 during the prosecution of the original application) Miich was 
allowed by the Examiner, included a number of clarifying recitations and features asrdiscussed 
b; : the Examiner on page 3 of the pending official action of February, 1 1 . 2003. Th sse further 
re citations and features were not entered to overcome any specific prior art rejection but to 
tfarify the claim language. In fact, little if any of the presented arguments relate in any manner 
tt i the recltatio ns and features of daim 1 . 

The cancellation of the remaining claims 1-9 and 11 in the original prosecution was 
made solely in view of the allowability of claim 10 and solely to advance prosecution and 
s lowance. Additionally, the subject matter of claims 1-9 and 1 1 in the original application was 
e xpressly canceled without prejudice or disclaimer of the subject matter therein, asispecifically 
netted in the Applicants response filed August 5. 1999. Moreover, a number of the pending 
< laims in the present reissue contain certain limitations which result in narrower dams then the 
original allowed claim 1 in many respects. Therefore, the Applicant does not ag^ee that the 
:.ubject matter referred to by the Examiner was surrendered under 35 U.S.3. § 251. 
I lowever, in order to be fully responsive to the raised matter, and to simplify the issues in the 
.resent case, the Applicant has nevertheless amended the currently pending claims to include 
he noted features and recitations. 

Claims 23-31 and 41 are again rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, forthe 
easons noted in the official action. The inadequate written description rejection is 
acknowledged and respectfully traversed in view of the following remarks. 

While the Applicant fully believes there is sufficient written- description tc support the 
objected to claim language in the above mentioned claims, the Applicant has slightly amended 
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cl aim 23 to more fully comport with the subject matter as set forth in claim 1 , which is notably 
nrt rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph. This added language relative to the 
predetermined stacking arrangement of the rack Is believed to provide a clear and sufficient 
support to those of skill In the art to understand the claimed heating and cooling system. 
If ?he Examiner continues to disagree with the Applicant regarding this matter the Examiner Is 
courteously invited to contact the undersigned Attorney of Record to discuss the s ame. 

As discussed in the previous response of November 4, 2002, the Applican: reiterates 
tt at it is not clear what rejection, if any, the Examiner is making with respect to the heating and 
aaoling system. As the Applicant understands the rejection, the Examiner alleges that it is 
u iclear as to how the claimed heating and cooling system essentially operates, Th a Applicant 
points out that a thorough description of the heating and cooling air circulation syfrtem which 
details utilizing a heater and fan, a refrigeration unit and fan along with air directingsbaffles can 
t3 found in the Applicants specification at columns 2-3, lines 61-66. The type ot food to be 
c spensed to the consumers will dictate whether heating or cooling of the prepared food is 
r acessary. 

The present invention does not specifically relate to the heating and cooing of food 
v hich, in fact, could be performed by a number of known ways, but to a method oi system for 
t ansporting and dispensing food in a state for consumption. Specifically, with respect to the 
rejected claims under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, although the pending meJiod claims 

i scite the step of, a activating a heating and cooling means 9 the pending claims do not 

i' 3 cite any steps specifically directed to the "determination* of which portion of a tr ay needs to 
he warmed or maintained cool, nor under the particular condition of determining this when both 
heating and cooling units are operating at the same time. These are not believed to be specific 
imitations which are either express or inherent in the Applicant's claims. As tte Applicant 
• lesires to be fully responsive to all grounds of rejection, if the Applicant has misuncerstood this 

ejection, the Examiner is courteously requested to contact the undersigned attorney of record 

d discuss the same. 

-8- 
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At any rate, whether such limitations are read into the pending claims or not, to the 
e>:ent necessary to satisfy the written description requirement of 35 LLS.C. § 112, first 
paragraph, in view of the substantial and adequate disclosure of the Applicant's heating and 
ccoling system as set forth above, there is more than sufficient detail and disclos ure in the 
specification so as to allow one of skill in the art to make and or use the claimec invention 
w liout undue experimentation, and therefore the Applicant requests withdrawal of the 
inadequate written description rejection. 

Claims 1-5, 7, 9-13, 15-41 and 47-49 are rejected under 35 LLS.C. § 112, second 
paragraph under the grounds of undue multiplicity of claims that is unreasonable in /iew of the 
s» ope of the Applicant's invention and the state of the art as set forth in MPEP 2173.05(n). 

The Applicant, in a reply dated March 14, 2003, traversed this rejection. TheiExaminer, 
ir a detailed action dated June 1, 2003, deemed the response to be not fully responsive for 
fs .lure to provide "no more than twenty (20) claims, and no more than three (3) inf dependent 
a aims". The Applicant maintains the objections to the election requirement and reKerates the 
a iguments with respect thereto. However, in order to be fully responsive the Applicant provides 
tie above amended and new claims, which are believed to fully comport with tie present 
ejection requirement. The Applicant thus elects the following claims: 1,2-5, 9-1 2, 1 6 -1 8, 23-28, 
3 >, 41 and adds new claim 50, of which claims 1 , 2 and 32 are independent claim >. 

The Applicant does not by any means cancel, disclaim or abandon the subject matter 
c any cancelled or withdrawn claims in this action should the Examiner maintain he present 
i ejection requirement Furthermore, in the event the Examiner maintains the election 

requirement Applicant requests a refund of the substantial fees paid on any withdrawn claims. 

All the claims of the present reissue application are again rejected, unde * 35 U.5.C. 
f 102, as being anticipated in view of Colato et al. '736. The Applicant acknowledges and 
respectfully traverses the raised anticipatory rejection in view of the following remarks. 

r U -11: TT AM 
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As the Examiner is aware, in order to property support an anticipation rejection under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b) the reference must disclose each and every limitation of the presently 
re :ited claims. Pending claim 1 Includes the limitations of: 

preparing the food for consumption at a first location; 

loading the maneuverable rack onto a refrigerated 

vehicle for transportation to a second remote location; 

Firstly. Colato et al, *736 fails to disclose any aspect relating to loading a maneuverable rack 

ata first food preparation location onto a u refrigerated vehicle *. The Examiner alleges 

th at column 2, lines 62-68 of the Colato et a!. T36 reveals this feature, however, the Applicant 

respectfully disagrees for the following reasons. 

Reading the disclosure in context, this passage of Colato et al. *736's provides, 

...a refrigerated trav rack having means for heating certain of the food dishes on the trays 

fr-arein as herein before described and transported by an appropriate vehicle *. 

Colato et al. "736 here describes the movable refrigerated tray rack and the Tolley Ca t 

but importantly there is no disclosure of a further vehicle, much less a further refrigerated 

v ihicle as recited by claim 1 . Colato et al. '736 may arguably disclose moving the refrigerated 

tray rack between two locations t however the description merely provides that Colatn et al. "736 

p arfbrms this function either (1 ) in the enclosure Ca, or (2) utilizing the apparatus 1 4> ) as shown 

ir Fig. 9. In fact, either way, it is readily apparent that this description merely discloses that the 

ft ays, food and racks C are put in the refrigerated enclosure Ca, i.e., the "appropriate vehicle", 

s nd thus no further or secondary transfer vehicle is disclosed, taught or even suggested by 

C olato et al. V36. Based on this, the Applicant believes this portion of the Colatc et al. *736 

enclosure teaches explicitly away from a transfer vehicle or even a refrigerated transfer vehicle 

es recited by claim 1. 

Claim 1 also recites: 

transferring the maneuverable rack, at the second location, into e moveable 
receptacle having at least one of heating and cooling means, 

-10- 
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It s 3 important to remember that the pending method claims recite a multitude of steos relating 
to -a novel method or system for dispensing food. A review of Colato et al. "736 failu to reveal 
ar^y disclosure or even suggestion of these specifically recited steps, namely, the seeps of (1 ) 
at ; a first location transferring the rack on a transfer vehicle and then (2) transferring the 
rack, at a second location, from the transfer vehicle to the movable receptacle. 
N otably, Colato et aL *736 indicates that the above discussed and explicitly claimed siep cannot 

b» i accomplished because, u [t]he enclosure or cart with its tray rack or racks and complete 

tr iys within the same may be prepared with food at a central supply point and ther conveyed 
tc any desired location" (see column 2, lines 16-21 ). In other words, there cannot bt= a transfer 
a ithe second or "desired location" because the transfer to the refrigerated enclosure Ca is 
e cpressly described by Colato et al. T36 at the central suoolv point or first location 

Understanding thatthe present invention is an improvement over the system i ipon which 
tt e Colato et al. *736's device was intended to operate, a system which requires transfer of the 
enclosure, racks, trays and food, between the first and a second desired locations, th 3 presently 
c aimed invention is able to forego the use of the cart or enclosure Ca, for a substantial portion 
c the system, specifically for purposes of economy and feasibility. 

In addition to the above, claim 1 also recites the steps of: 

removing the at least one maneuverable rack from the moveable receotacle; and 

loading the et least one maneuvereble rack back onto the transfer vehicle for 
transportation of the reck from the second location back to the first lo vation. 

Again, based upon a review of Colato et al. *736, there is no disclosure of <hese steps 

anywhere in the accompanying description or drawings. Specifically with respect tc- these final 

recited steps of claim 1 , again, there is no refrigerated vehicle in Colato et aL % 736 and, in fact, 

t iere is no secondary transfer vehicle in Colato "736 at all! Only the rack carrier, c r enclosure 

( ;a. a fact which will be discussed in further detail below, is present. However, witn respect to 

Ue above noted claim feature which expressly requires removal of the racks from the 

r aceptacle at the second location for loading onto the refrigerated vehicle for return to the food 

r-.na>iinTAM 
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preparation site, I.e., the first site, this enables the receptacle to be left at the sncond site 
whereas no such removal or separation of the cart Ca and the racks of Colato et al. T36 Is 
ex pressly or inherently disclosed (except at the food preparation point). 

The Examiner alleges that Colato et al. '736 col. 2 lines 22-37, discloses theabove two 
cl aimed steps, in that once the meals on the trays have been consumed, the trays aie returned 
tc the racks which are returned to the first loc ation bv the transfer vehicle. Primaril ■•/, a review 
ov ;this portion of Colato et al. *736 fails to reveal a transfer vehicle other than the enc losure Ca, 
a > secondarily, that the racks are taken to any location in particular by a transtsr vehicle. 
! IV ;sst importantly, the Applicant believes that the Examiner is confusingly utilizing oi ie element 

a the Colato et al. '736 reference i.e. the cart Ca-to cover both the transfer vehicle and 
• separate receptacle, which are in fact two different devices and elements which perform two 

entirety separate functions and hence, provide two different limitations In the present claims. 

Properly read in context, the portion of Colato et al. *736 cited by the Examiner at 
column 2, lines 22-37 should also include the initial recitation, namely, column 2. 1 nes 16-21 , 
- ... .jqhe enclosure or cart w ith its tray rack or racks and complete trays within the same may 
t a prepared with food at a central supply point and then conveyed to any desired I xation and 
c uring such time all food on the tray remains refrigerated". Thus, the only transfer vehicle 
l eing discussed in at least this portion of Colato et al. *736 Is actually the cart or er closure Ca. 

These are not unimportant distinctions, particularly in view of the crowded rature of the 
\ ,eld and that Colato et al. '736, in fact, relates specifically to an APPARATUS FOR HEATING 

! 

; 

. » FOOD ITEM WHILE RETAINING ITS MOISTURE AND NUTRITIONAL COMPONENTS, as 
: itated by the title. The presently claimed invention specifically relates to a method, and the 
claimed method is not taught, suggested or disclosed by Colato et al. '736, snd also not 
nferred by any methodology discussed In Colato et al. '736. That is. Colato et al. '736 relates 
o a method explicitly avoiding by the presently claimed invention by ensur ng that the 
receptacle remains at the second location, while the rack and trays are shuttled to and from the 
Irst location via the transfer vehicle. 

i 
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Turning now to claim 2, as also discussed above with respect to claim 1 , claim 2 recites 

th3 steps of: 

at a first location: 

providing a refrigerated transfer vehicle for transporting the rack, leaded wan 

the at least one tray bearing the apportioned food, from the first location to a 
second location spaced from the first location; 

at the second location: 

transferring the rack from the tran sfer vehicle to a moveable receptacle at the 

second location; 

TMese steps are not disclosed, taught or suggested in any manner by Colato et al. V36 for the 
*ime reasons as set forth above with respect to claim 1 . By way of further explanation, the 
cairn 2 specifically recites two elements, namely. (1) a transfer vehicle and (2) a -eceptacle. 
r o matter whether Colato et aL T36 disclose a transfer vehicle or a receptace, and the 
Applicant adamantly maintains that Colato et al. 736 only discloses a moveable rec aptacle Ca, 
t lis applied reference does not teach, suggest or disclose bofti a refrigerated tramsfer vehicle 
i nd a moveable receptacle, nor the manner in which the two different devices are utilized 
t ogether In the presently claimed method- 
Independent claim 32 also specifically recites the limitations of the tv/o different 
i lements, namely, the transport vehicle and the receptacle, as discussed above: 

at a first location: 

loading the rack, containing the at least one fray, onto a refngerated transport 

vehicle for transportation to a second remote location; 

at the remote location: 
transferring the rack, from the transport vehicle to a moveable receptacle 


The Applicant reiterates that these steps are not disclosed, taught or suggested in any 
nanner by Colato et al. '736 for the same reasons as set forth above with respect to claim 2. 
Jy way of further explanation, the Applicant specifically first claims loading the racks onto a 
ransfer vehicle; and secondly transferring the racks to a receptacle at the remote ocation. No 
:natter whether Colato et al. T36 disclose either a transfer vehicle or a receptacle, and the 
\pplicant adamantly maintains that Colato et al. 736 only discloses a moveable receptacle Ca, 
■his applied reference certainly does not disclose bQth a transfer vehicle and a receptacle. More 


•{TOO -llrfTA** 
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in portantly, nor does Colato et al. '736 disclose the method of utilizing the two different devices 
tcgether for conveying the racks between, and with respect to, the first and secono locations. 

As discussed above, Colato et al. 736 fails to reveal any teaching, suggestion or 

d-sdosure relating to a " refrigerated transport vehicle". The Examiner indicated that 

c ilumn 2. lines 62-68 of the Colato et al. % 736 disclosure reveals this feature however, 
tt;e Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

This passage merely discloses u a refrigerated t rav rack having meansifor heating 

c srtain of the food dishes on the trays therein as herein be fore described and trarr sported by 

en appropriate vehicle *. Colato's prior disclosure describes the movable lefrigerated 

e ^closure Ca, but importantly there is no disclosure of a further refrigerated transfer vehicle! 
h fact, it is readily apparent that with the trays, food and racks in the refrigerated enclosure Ca. 
{ n appropriate vehicle would not necessitate a further refrigerated vehicle, and.thisroesides the 
1 act that a refrigerated transfer vehicle is not disclosed, the Applicant believes this portion of the 
Kolato et al. '736 disclosure teaches explicitly away from a refrigerated transfer vehicle as 
i acited in claim 21 . Claim 1 8 also recites the limitations: 

removing the rack from the moveable receptacle; 

returning the plurality of the trays and the rack back to the first location for reuse 
while leaving the receptacle at the second location. 

As discussed above with respect to the previous independent claims, there is no 
iisclosure of these steps in the description or drawings of Colato et al. '736. Specifically with 
espect to these finally recited steps in claim 18, which expressly require the removal of the 
-acks from the receptacle at the second location, this enables the receptacle to )e left at the 
second site as specifically claimed, whereas no such removal or separation of th€ cart Ca and 
:he racks of Colato et al. *736 is disclosed, or even In light of an inherent understanding of 
3olato's system at a second location is contemplated either expressly or inherently. 

The Examiner also alleges that column 2, lines 22-37 of Colato et al. *736r disclose the 
above two steps, in that once the meals on the trays have been consumed, the trays are 
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rB^umed to the racks which are returned to the first location bv the transfer vehicle . 
Primarily, a review of this portion of Colato et al. *736's disclosure fails to reveals transfer 
vt hide, or secondarily, that the racks are taken to any location in particular by a transfer 
vehicle. Most importantly, the Applicant believes that the Examiner 1$ again confusingly utilizing 
o* e element of the Colato et al. "736 reference i.e. the cart Ca-to cover both the transfer 
vehicle and the separate receptacle, which are in fact two different elements and lir stations in 
tfc 3 present claims. 

As previously discussed, properly read in context, the Colato et al. '736 passage cited 
b; the Examiner, at column 2, lines 22-37, should also include the initial recitation, namely 

c* >lumn 2, lines 1 6-21 , u fflhe enclosure or cart w ith its tray rack or racks and complete trays 

within the same may be prepared with food at a central supply point and then conveyed to any 
desired location and during such time all food on the tray remains refrigerated". Thus, the 
Applicant believes that the only transfer vehicle being discussed in at least this portion of 
G ^lato "736 is actually the cart or enclosure Ca. 

These are not unimportant distinctions, particularly in view of the crowded nuture of the 
fi tld and that Colato et al. '736, in tact, relates specifically to an APPARATUS FOR HEATING 
P -FOOD ITEM WHILE RETAINING ITS MOISTURE AND NUTRITIONAL COMPONENTS, as 
s-ated by the title. The presently claimed invention specifically relates to a method, and the 
claimed method is not taught, suggested or disclosed by Colato et al. '736, ar»d also not 
inferred by any methodology discussed in Colato et al. '736. That is, Colato et al. * 736 relates 
t" a method explicitly avoiding by the presently claimed invention by ensuring that the 
r iceptacle remains at the second location, while the rack and trays are shuttled to a id from the 
f -$t location via the transfer vehicle. 

t 

Lastly regarding claim 18, the Applicant points out that the further limitations directed 
1 1 specifically leaving the receptacle at the second location while the rack is returned to the first 
I cation via the transport vehicle is specifically set forth, notably: 
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returning the plurality of trays and the rack back to the first location for reuse 

while leaving the receptacle a t the second location. 

In addition to the above discussed features, claim 32 recites another fundamental 
difference between Colato et al. '736 and the presently claimed invention, namely 

at the remote location: 

activating at least one of a heating system and a cooling system ^regenerate 

the apportioned food on the at least one tray on the rack that is positioned In the 
receptacle; 

- he above claimed distinction is important In light of the Colato et al. '736 reference which 
, escribes a mechanism for transporting, rethermallzing and dispensing food on tn .ys wherein 
: . moveable refrigerated container is provided with racks for the holding trays. As ixplained in 
-,e previous response, each of Colato et al. '736's trays is provided with an individual 
issociated heating apparatus that is fixedly mounted in the rack C. not in the enclosure or 
rolley Ca. and each heating apparatus has heating elements corresponding to hoi food dishes 
9n the tray. The hot food dishes are exposed to the heating elements to maintain, the hot food 
dishes at a hot temperature while the cold food dishes are exposed to the refrigeration when 
.n the container and are shielded from the heating elements, thereby keeping tie cold food 
dishes at cold temperatures. In use, the loaded trays are brought to the refrigeraied container 
and loaded into the racks therein and the heating apparatus of each tray is plugged into power 
■ wiring in the trolley Ca. The main point being that Colato et al. '736 only discloses the heating 
^elements specifically being component parts of the rack C, and not of the trolleyas recited by 
claim 32. These distinctions equally apply to most of the other pending claims 

As none of the above noted specifically claimed steps are taught, disclosed or 
suggested in any manner by Colato et al. T36, the Applicant respectfully request withdrawal 
of the raised anticipation rejection of the claims in view of Colato et al. '736. 

Notably, claims 42-46 were cancelled by the previous Response of November 4, 2002 
in favor of new claims 47^9, thus the Applicant believes the present obviousness rejection 
applies to claims 41 and 47^9. In view of the Examiner's requirement that Applicant reduce 
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th:3 total number of pending claims to twenty, claim 41 remains, and the following discussion 
applies thereto. 

As the Examiner is aware in order to properly combine references under s 35 U.S.C 
§ 1 03 rejection, each of the references must provides some disclosure, teaching or suggestion 
tl at would lead one of skill in the art to combine the references as suggested by the Examiner. 
Turning first to a combination of Stromqvist '650 and Pennington et al. '973, the Applicant notes 
that these references are each complete in and of themselves and disclose entirely different 
r jethods of heating and cooling previously prepared food. A thorough study of eaci reference 
r weals no teaching or suggestion in either one that would lead one of ordinary si- 111 in the art 
t > combine them. Notably, in Pennington et al. "973. column 2, line 58 through column 3, 
hie 37. a detailed description of the compartment 1 4 and tray holding racks 24 describes strips 
. f material projecting perpendicular from the walls of the compartment 1 4. It is reedily evident 
1 -om this description, as well as from Figs. 1 -3, that these racks 24 are, in fact, no : removable 
•om the compartment 14 at all. Neither is there any discussion or suggestion or teaching that 
i removable rack and tray support would be beneficial or necessary. 

Furthermore, the serving cart of Pennington et al. '973 Is specifically destined to have 
in Inventive dual temperature zone and is particularly constructed as set forth in column 2, 

ine 35-57, having " a light weight single panel construction advantageously can be used to 

•educe the total weight of the cart and reduce material costs without substantial recuction in the 
affectiveness of the cart where the hot and cold zones are otherwise maintained according to 
:he invention". The Applicant believes that this, in fact, teaches specifically away from the 
addition of a further or removable rack system such as in the present invention or in 
Stromqvist '650. Therefore, the Applicant believes that these references arernot properly 
oombinable and. in fact, teach specifically away from the combination alleged by the Examiner. 

In addition, a combination of these references, even if proper, and such s adamantly 
not conceded, would still not meet the limitations of the presently claim* d invention, 
most notably the specifically claimed method of transporting a rack via a transfer vehicle from 
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a Irst location to a second location and transferring the rack from the transfer ve hicle to a 
movable receptacle at a second location as specifically claimed by the Applicant. 
Pennington et al. '973 reveals nothing with respect to a food delivery cycle other than the 
specific heating and cooling apparatus therein. 

The Applicant also believes that Stromqvist "650 Is improperly combined with 
Y ^rman "320 which, as set forth with respect to Pennington et al. '973 above, ateo merely 
n cites a food service cabinet for holding food. Yerman '320 describes a cabinet having a shelf 
support system which can be dismantled from the cabinet to allow for removal ar d cleaning 
eid/or adjustment. Again, as discussed with respect to Pennington et al. '973, thlr, reference 
i: . believed to be complete in and of itself particularly with respect to the unique shelf support 
s /stem which is easy to take out and clean. This shelf support system is not designed to hold 
trays outside of Its combination with the storage container 20. 

Again, as set forth above, even if it is comblnable. in fact, with Stromqvist '6o0 and such 
i j, again, not conceded hereby, there is nodisclosure, suggestion orteaching of the Applicant's 
.peciflcally claimed method of delivering a rack between a first and second . location as 
jarticularly claimed. 

Liebermann 935 is also believed to be complete in and of Itself and sc completely 
tffferentfrom the Stromqvist '650 reference that no person of ordinary skill in artwc uld combine 
die references, particularly as suggested by the Examiner. The Applican notes that 
Liebermann '935 relates to an individual shelf which can either be heated or cooled depending 
on necessity. The Applicant notes that while each individual shelf might in fact, be removed, 
■there is no moveable rack as particularly taught by Stromqvist '650 or even ihe presently 
. claimed invention. Furthermore, even if the shelves could be defined as a moveable rack, the 
rack would have both heating and cooling means as described therein and daims 41-46 
specifically recite the lack of these elements in combination with the rack. Therefore, again, 
even if Stromqvist '660 is property combinable with Liebermann et al. '935. such i » combination 
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would tend to teach that the rack should include the heating and cooling means and ihus tends 
to teach specifically away from the claimed features of the presently recited invention. 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, it Is respectfully submitted th;it all of the 
raised rejections should be withdrawn at this time. If the Examiner disagree:* with the 
A .plicanf s view concerning the withdrawal of the outstanding rejections or applicability of the 
Colato et al. 736, Stromqvist '650, Pennington et al. '973, Liebermann '935 and/or 
Ysrman '320 references, the Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to ir dlcate the 
specific passage or passages, or the drawing or drawings, which contain the necessary 
teaching, suggestion and/or disclosure required by case law. As such teaching, suggestion 
8 . id/or disclosure is not present in the applied references, the raised rejection should be 
v^thdrawn at this time. Alternatively, if the Examiner is relying on his/her expertised this field, 
t:.e Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to enter an affidavit substantiating the 
I xaminer's position so that suitable contradictory evidence can be entered in this ^ase by the 
i applicant. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the raised rejectie>n(s) should 
,,e withdrawn and this application is now placed in a condition for allowance. Actior to that end, 
i the form of an early Notice of Allowance, Is courteously solicited by the Applicant at this time. 

The Applicant respectfully requests that any outstanding objection^) or req uirement(s), 
is to the form of this application, be held in abeyance until allowable subject matte- Is Indicated 
tor this case. 
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,„ *. even, M .her, » any «. deOdendes or =d»na, fees are pay** p,ease 
c ,a n3 e m e S a m eoro re d»anyoverpay,™n,u,ourDepo^Accoun t (Ac= 0 un, N o.O«213,. 


Respectfully submljted, 



ScorTXToaniels, Reg. No. 42.462 P/\X RECElVF^ 

Customer NO. 020210 ^CU 

Davis & Btljold, P.L.LC. jy L . J 

Fourth Floor _ , v ° 

500 North Commercial Street nnr\ t .~ 

Manchester NH 03101-1 151 UflOL/P IRCM 

Telephone 603-624-9220 ™ 1 J0UU 
Facsimile 603-624-9229 
E-mail: patent@davisandbujold.com 

United States Patent and Trademark Office on JyjJU^ 



g^ttA Daniels 


Type name of person signing certificate 
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